^jlo whom it may concern: On application #10/780,128 Art Unit 1614 
you have tried to help me with much sincerity in your help in 
presenting my patent application due to my lack of funds in not being 
able to hire a patent agent. This hopeful patent on my application that I 
am seeking is in your opinion not enabling. Due to the fact that this 
material is a brand new concept I can not find anything of reference to 
prove I am right because there is non. The only way to the truth is to 
research this concept an I have tried to get a grant, wrote to corporation, 
faxed material, sent out letters, visit places such as research hospital with 
only a promise from them to no avail, not to mention no response from 
many. As far as big pharmaceutical companies go they do not want me 
around as they are making big money with relief items and many hopeful 
cures, some of which are good but at a price of great suffering and 
expense to the patient. It would seem something not enabling is not 
worth a patent as it is in the public's best mterest. How is abandoning 
this hopeful cure of mine that is not enabling in the public best interest? 
It would seem the contrary is true especially when I have not been 
proven wrong and can not prove myself right due to lack of frmds. 
Keep one very important point in mine I have experiment on myself over 
1 5 years ago and have cured my asthma that I had all my life at that 
point that was horrible to endure and have never received one attack to 
this day after 16 hours spent on this experiment. What about the 
millions out there with asthma Page 1 



that have no chance and some will die as I well know such a feeling of 
being close to death that is no more. This asthma is tumor related that 
my father died from at the age of 63 when operated on for the tumor in is 
brain that was caused bigger problems. A problem I never reached 
because I cured myself in my late fifties the year of my experiment on 
myself, and am now 74 aiul am fellmg just fine. I wrote a book that is 
copyright with registration #Txu 1-089-21 1 but not publish yet, and am 
writing at least one more article called **America where people die 
before their time'* concerning my cure and an article that is enclosed 
about Preston Tucker for your reading pleasure. As far as my giving up 
on this patent I assure you that will never happen! HopefiiUy you will 
consider the fact that this is a new never presented concept to the U. S. 
Patent office. Smcerely yours Frank Gulisano 1212 Loring Avenue apt. 
2G BrooklynN.Y. 11208 Fax #17182770024. E mail Robinhoodone 

@ Aol.com Page 2 




DcBeast to ochooovmi: vnsb us thr.- 
ftoflale Oeoioer Reaean± Fuoden 

Confereacc, which has brought toget to :* 
tfe; !eadfii;5hip of 11 leading private- tind * 

vaU lead tx) a signincant change in . 
treating pmstcte caacea and to ^ddz - 

prcv^^Eoii L^pssis tO bo 03 sa!ii} grcvuu^iL, 
bi;^ QDly lixce %vr»! teU — ^orid, feopefuL':.^, 
RDt disappoint. 

NadcmaiProstmi Coalition 



Re-Why Wfeli^sitig the War on 
Cancer^ (March 22): The one thing 
cancer>patients can control is decision- 
inakipg. Catdi the cancer as eaihr as you 
caiLMate haste *3wly. Find a^^^ 
whocan he^joa frame the issues m a 
way tLit will you tnake fciie best 

dedsions. I leazne^ those lessons £^ 
the doctor who fim treated me in 1 993, a 
caring and accomplished oracok^t. 

The war is fiur fiom wcM], but even today 
a diagnosisof cancer is no longer the J .aI^ 0 

seemingly inescapable death sentence it CJi^ C^^y^^Oo^'^^ ^ cK-t/cvn/-^^ 



Many thanks for your insightful and 
courageous article about our cmnmon 
stnigigle to win the war 00 coi::;:*, WliPji I 

left dinkal medktne about a decade ago 
to build advocacy for the defeat of 

pMate cancel; I was astounded by the 
inefficiencies in the worid of oncotogy-- 

among peoj^ of manifest good wiU in 
the public and private sectors, in 
government and private Industry, by both 
the generals and the foot sddiers. 




New Yoric NY 10020 
fte212-522'7666 

wnefl: fcrtuneiMfl_ictten@fortuiwn^ 
Letteis sem to thu e-mai) address may api^ 
incse puges or CM iortunccom. 



HnEALERS HA\^ KNOWN FOR^^ 
cure and what cUres may kill. As the Renaissance physician and 
apotliecary Paracelsus observed: The poison is in the dose. 
That means there's a fatal dose of just about anything. For in- 
stance, you're likely to get sick if you don't drink plenty of flu- 
ids when you exercise hard enough to break a sweat. But a recent study of 
several marathoners vAio became deathly ill after races pointed to a surpris- 
ing culprit: too much water, which diluted the salt content in the runners' 
blood and caused fluid to build up in the lungs and brain. On the other hand, 
the Paracelsus maxim implies that toxic substances can sometimes be trans- 
formed into healing potions. Indeed, drugmakers have recently extracted 
powerful remedies from some of the most deadly poisons known to humans. 



ARSENIC: TARGETING LEUKEMIA 

In centuries past, arsenic gainj^^ 
asfliepoisonof 

^an unwanted spouse.^But now res^chers 
have found that x)ne com form,^- 
s^njcjtripxide, siifely wgrib wonders 
against a lethal blood cancerrao^^ 
^promyeloq^c leukemia, giving hope to 
patients for whom other forms of treat- 
ment had failed. In recent^studies in- . 
vohdng 52 patients who were given a series 
of arsenic triQride Mjections---ab^ 
(third the:fatal:dosage-^ 
4nto complete remission, and n^ 
were still aHve two^^^^^ 

'^That is a tremendous breakthrough," 
says Anthony Murgo, a senior in- 
vestigator at the National Cancer Insti- 
tute. dronicaUy,:the arsenic tre^^ 
wreak less^^celljd^^ 
chemotherapies, wHd^ 
geqn (^Is tgjleath. Like a teacher qui- 
eting an unnJy dass by ejecting the dass 
down, arsenic trio3ddetargets^the^\^y- 
ward pjpteirMthat prevents wlute^^^^ 
cells from developing no^rn^^ 
ctriggermg leidcemia. The result is a god- 
send for patients like 26-year-old Derek 
Ross of Orange, California. "Everyone 
winces when I tell them what I took," 
says Ross, whose cancer has been in re- 
mission since September 2000. "But it 
turned my life back to normal." 

BOTOX:JAMING UNRULY MUSCLES 
"riie bacterium Clostridium botulinum 
produces a poison so deadly that a few 
hundredths of im ounce can kiU a millio'n 
pedple.'SmaJl wonder it*s one of the most 
.dreaded agents of biological warfare. Yet 
it is also one of the most widely used ther- 
apeutic drugs— at least in the dprhesti- 
cated form known as Botox.Cln this 
purified version the toxin is delivered in 



^minute doses of a few tf illionths of an 
ounce. It would take 70 times that amount 
to kill someone. Originally developed for 
ithe treatment of uncontrollable blinking, 
Botox is now used to help tr^t some 40 
ailmehts, ranging from crippling diseases 
such as cerebral palsy and Parkinson's to 
less-than-life-threatening troubles like fe- 
cial wrinkles and excessive sweating- It 
may even ease migraines for some people: 
"Besides aspirin and penicillin, there are 
; very few drugs I can think of that have so 
cmany uses," says Eric First, a physician 
who has studied botulinum taxin for 12 
years. "And Botox has fewer side effects." 
The drug helps regulate the release of a 
neurotransmitter called acetylcholine, 
wWch plays a key role in relaying mess^es 
from nerves to musdes, as well as in cog- 
nitive fonction and hormonal production. 
Too much acetylcholine can cause painfiil 
muscular contractions. In cervical dystonia, 
for instance, the neck is fixDzen at an ex- 
cruciating angle (remember Ed Sullivan's 
femous leaning posture?), hijecting Botox 
into the affected muscles slows acetyl- 
choline release,.allowing them to relax. 

NICOTINE: FOCUSING ATTENTION 

C Nicotine has poterit effects on the brain, 
which is precisely whyjt js so addictive. 
Ifs known to focus attention and improve 
working memory; it can calm someone 
who is anxious and stimulate someone 
who is listl^ The nervous system is stud- 
ded with nicotinic receptors, neurons that 
help regulate the release of important 
neurotransmitters such as acetylcholine, 
serotonin, and dopamine. Nicotine fine- . 
tunes the system," says Paul Newhouse, a 
dinical neurosdentist at the University of 
Vermont G>llege of Medicine. "If s the 
perfect psychotropic dn^ " As little as one 
ten-thousandth of an oxmce of piare nico- 



tine delivered in a single dose could kill 
yqu.^But two times that amount delivered 
through nonaddicting tinie-rdease patches 
causes modest improvements in the mem- 
ory and concentration of Alzheimer's 
patients, \rfio are typically short on acetyl- 
choline. Nicotine is an even bi^er boon 
for children with Tourette's syndrome, 
whose illness is related to an excess of 
dopamine. When Paul Sanberg, a neuro- 
sdentist at the University of South Florida 
G>llege of Medidne, gave young Touret- 
ters nicotine patches, he found that the 
children suffered fewer tics and were less 
a^ressive and depressed The same treat- 
ment seems to improve focus for children 
and adults vdth attention defidt hyper- 
activity disorder. Nicotine may even hdp 
keep sdiizophrenics anchored to reality 
and depressives from total despair. 
Nonetheless, the tendency of nicotine to 
vdeyate heart rate and blood pressure and 
cause nausea worries many physicians. 
So drugmakers are already working on 
copycat compounds with the same ben- 
eficial touch but none of nicotine's bite. 

SNAIL VENOM: RELIEVING PAIN 
A lowly cone snail buries itself in the 
sand, leaving only a brighdy colored, 
wriggling wormlike appendage visible. 
When a curious fish moves in for a 
nibble, the snail harpoons it with this 
barbed appendage, injecting venom that 
causes paralysis in seconds. Around dght- 
hundredths of a fluid ounce of a com- 
pound extracted from the venom 
produces happier results when injected 
into the space surrounding the spinal 
cord of people with chronic pain, in- 
duding those who are terminally ill. "It's 
100 to 1,000 times more potent than 
morphine," says University of Utah psy- 
chiatrist and biologist Michael Mcin- 
tosh, who isolated the compound for a 
drug, dubbed Ziconotide or Prialt, that 
is now awaiting FDa approvaL Other 
researchers have isolated a promising 
analgesic from the snail venom, as well 
as a possible anticonvulsant. Still, one 
would be well advised to steer clear of 
live cone snails, which are found in reef 
environments throughout the world. 
The natural venom can cause weakness 
and loss of coordination. In extreme 
cases it can even result in respiratory 
muscle paralysis that can be fatal. IS) 
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inventor of Safer 

Automobiie 

Destroyed by Federal ^overnmen 



In this month*s issue, we lioiiOi an Aaieiican hero 
who was prosecuted, bankrupted, and driven out 
of the United States for the "crime" of designing a 
less expensive and safer automobile. 

Members of the Life Extension Foundation are well 
aware of how the FDA has caused tens of millions 
Americans to die by: 

1} Denying Ihe approval of lifesaving medications 

2) Allowing the sale of lethal drugs 

3) Censoring scientific data about disease 
prevention. 

Government-induced death, however, is not limited 
to FDA malfeasance. A look back 58 years ago reveals 
how illeg al governmental actions delayed the intro- 
duction of automotive safety^ features that could have 
spared hundreds of thousands of lives and prevented 
millions of crippling injuries. 





BY WILLIAM FALOON 



Just as the FDA functions today to protect the 
entrenched phurmaceulicai industry, die Securilies una 
Exchange Commission in the late 1940s made certain 
that only the big automotive companies would stay in 
business. 

Life Extension has long sought to preserve histori- 
cal record of atrocities committed against the citizenry 
by our own govcrruncnt. The comiption scandal you 
are about to read re\'eals how the federal government 
iilegaiiy conspired to deny /uncricans access to safer, 
better, and less expensive automobiles. 

Giving the US a Technological Edge in WWII 

Some of history's most interesting and incredible 
figures are, for one reason or another, names that most 
of us do not recognize. One such individual was Preston 
Tucker, a visionary, ixmovatnr, and entrepreneur, 

WlieaWorid War II broke out in Europe, the Belgian 
government contracted with Tackcr to design u fiuit- 
uiuving aiinoied car. Tucker developed a vehicle with, 
a gun mrret that could travel at speeds topping 80 
miles per hour, far in excess of the design specifica- 
tions. Regrettably, the Nazis invaded Belgium before the 
armored car could he mass produced. 

Since the Tucker armored car was so much faster 
than any tank, thf* army decided that it was impractical 
to use. The United States military, however, recognized 
die value of the highly mobile gun turret that Tucker 
invented. The military liked it so much that they made 
it a standatu leatuie on every bomber produced for 
the rest of the war. The iitde revolving twin gun turrets 
you see bathe top of the B-17 Flying Fortress, die B-24 
Liberator, and otlier American bombers are aU examples 
of the "Tucker Turret." The Navy used the TVickerTUrret 
on its PT boats and landing ships as well. 
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Making a Dramatically 
SafirAuttmobile 

When World War II ended, 
Preston Tucker recognized that 
American car companies were 
making unsafe and unreliable 
vehicles that cost too much. lYicker 
set out to design an automobile that 
would incorporate numerous safety 
features, outperform any other car 
on the market, and save consumers 
money.^*^ 

The Tucker automobile included 
many previously unknown safety 
featiues: a cushion-edged crash 
chamber, four-wheel braking trac- 
tion for panic stops, safety glass that 
popped out in the event of a crash, 
a collapsible steering colimm, and, 
believe it or not . . . seat beltsf?'^ 

The l\icker chassis had a steel 
reinforced V-shape front so that 
unless you hit someone head on, 
you would deflect to one side. 
Tucker's car had three welded roll 
bars to protect Ae passengers in 



case the vehicle rolled over, steel 
bulkheads in the front and rear 
to protect against front and rear 
collisions, and a wraparoimd 
safety frame to protect against side 
collisions. Tucker's was one of the 
first cars with independent suspen- 
sion to reduce the risk of the driver 
losing control of the steering.^ 

Anotlier unique featme of the 
Tucker automobile was a center 
headlight that turned v^rtth the steer- 
ing wheel, thus enabling tlie driver to 
see at ni^t when turning comers on 
mountain roads or into one's drive- 
way. Tucker felt that turning comers 
at night was hazardous because it 
was the only time you really could 
not see where you were going. 

Preston Tucker was not shy about 
his ambitions of taking over the US 
automotive industry by deliver- 
ing safer, better-performing cars. 
Tucker's flamboyant promotions 
did not go unnoticed by the big au- 
tomakers or their political cronies 
in the federal government 



Auto Establishment 
Resisted Innovation 



Making a safe, reliable family au- 
tomobile was a radical idea in the late 
1940s. As a result, the established car 
manufactiu*ers considered Preston 
Tucker's car a threat to their prod- 
ucts, and with good reason. Hicker's 
car could be built for a fraction of 
what it cost the mainstream carmak- 
ers to build one. His vision was of an 
automobile on technology's cutting 
edge, incorporating an aluminum, 
fuel-injected engine and multitudes 
of safety features, some of which 
are still not foimd in automobiles 
sold today. 

Preston Tucker developed a car 
so far ahead of its time that the large 
car manufacturers felt compelled 
to use corrupt federal bureaucrats 
to shut him down. Tucker was 
constantiy forced to switch course 
as the federal government did ev- 
erything in its power to incarcerate 
him and destroy his company. 
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Despite interference from 
multiple federal agencies, Tucker 
succeeded in acquiring the largest 
manufacturing plant in die world. 
The site itself covered 475 acres 
and included additional buildings 
that functioned as iron and casting 
factories.^ 

When the Chicago Daily News 
paid a visit to the plant to see if it 
was real or just a show (as the SEC 
alleged), the paper reported hun- 
dreds of acres of engines, frames, 
body stampings, wheels, tires, shock 
absorbers, batteries, and finished 
car bodies on the assembly line. 
TVicker's plant was clearly ready to 
take on the entrenched automobile 
establishment when the Chicago 
Daily News reported: 

**The Tucker plant . . . appears 
ready to start production of cars." ^ 

Tucker hoped to start full 
production if the government would 
just get off his back. The Tucker 
automobile gained even greater 
notoriety when an acknowledged 
authority on cars took a test drive 
and published a report in Mechanix 
Illustrated that stated: 

^'Tucker is bmlding an automo- 
bile! And, brother, its a real auto- 
mobile! I want to go on the record 
liereandfww as saying ttmtit is the 
most amazing American carlham 
ever seen to date. This car is real 
dynamite and if proven reliable^ 
will nmke every other car made in 
America look like Harrigar^s hack 
with the wheels offJ"^ 

The Mechanix Illustrated arti- 
cle apparently caused panic in the 
auto industry, and the government 
stepped up its brutal investigation of 
the Tlicker Automobile Corporation. 
The SEC sent an armada of inves- 
tigators into the TUcker plant ha- 



rassing employees and plodding 
through every single record at the 
plant The SEC's assault went on 
day after day week after week, 
and lasted more than a year. At one 
time, there were more SEC inves- 
tigators in the Tucker plant than 
employees. Newsweek magazine 
reported that 40 FBI agents were 
inquiring around the country about 
every activity of Preston l\icker and 
his associates.^ 

The goverrunent's relentless 
assault put a financial squeeze on 
Tucker that grew tighter by the hour. 
Who would want to extend credit 
or do business with the Tlicker 
Corporation when FBI events were 
showing up with threats of criminal 
prosecution? 

The government alleged that 
otiier than the prototype, no Tucker 
car of any kind had been produced, 
nor could be produced. These base- 
less allegations were made despite 
the existence of dozens of Tucker 
automobiles that were built during 
the time the SEC itself was inside 
the plant While the government 
was disseminating these spuri- 
ous allegations, the editor of True 
magazine tested a Tucker car and 
published an article stating: 

"The car wiU do 125 miles per 
hour. It will deliver 26.2 miles to 
the gallon when driven at 45 m.p.h. 
It will accelerate from a standing 
start to 30 m.pM. in 3.5 seconds, 
from 0 to 60 in ten flat. It is the 
safest car ever built, periodJ" 

The Government Seizes 
Tuckers Plant 



. Despite these positive news 
stories, the federal government 
ordered Tucker's plant to be shut 
down. A month later, a grand jury 
was seated for the purpose of 
indicting Preston Tucker on charges 



that he defrauded investors and 
had nothing that resembled an 
automobile. According to the 
federal government, the Tucker car 
did not exist! 

After hearing dozens of SEC 
witnesses, the grand jury indicted 
Preston Tucker and his associ- 
ates. The federal government then 
ordered the immediate seizure of 
the Tucker plant since it was alleg- 
edly acquired from the proceeds 
of firaud. The plant was later liqui- 
dated for pennies on the dollar (diat 
the government kept). The Tucker 
Corporation, unfortunately, was de- 
stroyed even before Preston TUcker's 
trial on criminal charges began. 

T6e Government Presents 
Its Case 



The SEC obtained a criminal 
indictment against Preston TUcker 
based on the way he raised money 
to finance his company. Tucker 
impressed so many business peo- 
ple with his superior automobile 
design that he was able to sell deal- 
erships before he could even make 
the car. Investors later poured more 
than $15 million into the Tucker 
Corporation. 

In the courtroom, prosecutors 
told the jury that Preston Tucker 
was a con man who took inves- 
tors' money and never intended to 
produce any cars. The prosecutors 
went so far as to say that Tucker 
never buUt any cars, despite their 
knowledge that he had indeed built 
37 of them while under relentless 
siege by the SEC and FBI. 

At trial, government prosecutors 
paraded one SEC witness after an- 
other, attacking design flaws in the 
Tucker prototype car— flaws that 
had nothing to do with the fraud 
allegations. These initial design 
flaws had long ago been corrected 
to the extent that dozens of TYicker 
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AUTO COMPANIES NOW 
SUFFER CONSEQUENCES OF 
LACK OF INNOVATION 



cars were in operation during the 
trial — cars that &e prosecutors said 
did not exist! 

Tlicker's genius once again caine 
through for him. Near the end of 
the trial, he surrounded the court- 
house with his "T\icker Torpedos," 
the name of his flagship car. These 
were the very cars that the federal 
government said that he never 
intended to build, nor could ever 
build. 

The corrupt prosecutor (who 
was later jailed for securities fraud 
in a different case) even tried to pre- 
vent the jury firom looking out the 
window to see the cars the govern- 
ment said could not be built 
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Tucker's Team Pulls a Surprise 

The government spent almost 
three months throwing every piece 
of dirt against Preston Tucker it 
could find. When it came time for 
Tucker's side to present their case, 
they did something rather surpris- 
ing. Tucker's lawyers simply told 
the jury that the government had 
not presented any evidence that a 
crime had ever been committed. 
Therefore, his attorneys argued, 
Preston TUcker and his associates 
had no reason to present a defense. 

If convicted on all counts, Preston 
Tucker could have faced more than 
100 years in jail. Within 17 hours, 
however, the jury returned and an- 
nounced**not guilty" toallthecharges 
leveled against Preston Hicker and 
his associates.^ 

Government Still Succeeded 
in Destroying Tucker 

Ibcker won a legal battle against 
overwhelming odds, but he had 
already lost the war. His business 
was in bankruptcy and his produc- 
tion plant was long gone. 

Assembly lines, finished cars, 
parts, materials, and tooling were 
still there, ready to roll. The prob- 
lem was that they were all under the 
complete control of government- 
appointed bankruptcy "trustees" 
who eventually auctioned them to 
pay the debts that had accumulated 
during the time the government 
seized the plant (and prosecuted 
Preston Tucker). Years later, it was 
proven that the lUcker Corporation 
had far more assets than debts, but 
at the time, the government was 
determined to make sure that no 
more Tucker automobiles were ever 
produced. 

A total of 51 TUcker Torpedos 
were eventually produced. Hicker's 
"car of tomorrow" was so well 



constructed that 47 of those 51 cars 
still remain operational to this day, 
more than a half century later. 

After being driven out of the 
United States by the US govern- 
ment's strangulation of his busi- 
ness. Tucker started over again in 
Brazil. Like most American men of 
that era. Tucker was a heavy smoker, 
and died of lung cancer before he 
could mass produce his superior 
automobile in South America. 

How Many American Lives Lost? 



Preston Tucker figured out 
how to build safer cars a genera- 
tion ahead of his time. Not only 
did Tucker design a safer car, but 
he had the unique personal ability 
to promote and market safety, 
possibly better than any autoinaJc 
er in history. Tucker was so success- 
ful in convincing Americans about 
his superior automobile that he had 
waiting lists to buy his first cars. 

The question begs, if Preston 
Tucker were not ill^g^y shut 
down by the federal government in 
the late 1940s, how many American 
lives would have been saved in 
the ensuing years? According 
to a report publtshefd by the 
National Highway Traffic Safety 
Administration, Vehicle sa^ty tech- 
nologies saved an estimated 328, 
551 lives from 1960 through 2002.'^^ 

In preparing this report, the 
National Highway Traffic Safety 
Administration stated that it 
"evaluated the effectiveness of 
virtually all the lifesaving technolo- 
gies introduced in passenger cars, 
pickup tHicks, sport utility vehicles 
...from 1^ to 2002/'^^ 

Most of these " lifesaving tech- 
nologies" the government now 
glorifies, however, were first devel- 
oped by Preston IXicker, the same 
guy the federal govenunent in 1949 
illegally prosecuted (using perjured 



American auto companies made 
billions over the years by suppressing 
the development of superior automobiles 
that could compete against their inferior 
products. 

As most of us know, the Japanese 
eventually overtook American cars in 
consumers' perception of innovation and 
reliability, while many European cars 
have developed a reputation for superior 
safety. 

Had the American car companies 
spent their resources competing with 
Preston Tucker by building better and 
safer cars, perhaps they would not find 
themselves in the economic predicament 
they are in today. 

Demand for the Tucker automobile 
was so strong that a sales office was 
set up in New York City to handle the 
numerous international inquiries that 
were coming in to the Tucker plant (near 
Chicago). Had Tucker not been destroyed 
by the federal government, the United 
States could have become a net "exporter" 
of automobiles today! 
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Preston Tucker stands between two models of his car, one front view, one rear view. 



testimony), banknipted, and even- 
tually ran out of the country. 

Today, the federal government 
states that "lifesaving technolo- 
gies" (many first conceived of by 
Preston Tucker) prevented 24,000 
Americans from dying in 2002." 

By destroying the Tucker 
Automobile G)rporation» the federal 
government caused the deaths of 
hundreds of thousands of Americans 
who othenvise could have been 
saved by the safety features Preston 
Hicker built mto liis cars. 

Millions of Crippling Injuries 

Most car accidents do not kill 
people. There are, however, mil- 
lions of serious injuries suffered 
each year in automobile accidents. 
Some people suffer pain, disfigure- 
ment» and crippling disabilities for 
the rest of their lives as a result of 
car crashes. 

Preston TUcker recognized the 
dangers of being in an auton^o>r 
bile and designed a car that would 
have spared millions of Americans 
bodily injuries and death. The 
federal government did everything 



in its power to deny Americans ac- 
cess to Tucker's automobiles, and 
the total number of Americans vitio 
have needlessly suffered as a result 
is incalculable. 

Who Defrauded Investors? 
The Government! 

The Securities and Exchange 
Commission claimed it was "pro- 
tecting'* investors from securities 
"fraud" perpetrated by Preston 
Tucker. Yet the Tucker Automobile 
Corporation was on the vei^e of 
mass producing the Tucker Torpedo, 
and had nationwide dealerships 
and 100,000 eager customers wait- 
ing to buy Tucker^s cars. There is 
not a car company in the world 
today with this many Americans 
desperately wanting to purchase its 
first models. 

Preston Tucker was ready to take 
on the entire automotive industry 
with a better, safer, and less expen- 
sive car when the federal govern- 
ment indicted him and forced the 
closure of the assembly factory into 
which investors had poured over 
$15 million. 



ILLEGAL AND UNETHICAL 
ACTS PERPETRATED 
AGAINST PRESTON TUCKER 



From the very beginning, Preston Tucker 
ran into opposition from the Securi- 
ties and Exchange Commission (SEC), an 
agency of the federal government. The 
first sales of franchises (the right to sell 
future Tucker automobiles, if and when 
they were produced) brought an SEC 
investigation. Tucker complained that 
selling dealerships was not the same as 
issuing stock, but the SEC investigated 
anyway. 

The SEC later caused costly delays in 
approving the initial Tucker stock offer- 
ing. By selling stock in Tucker Corporation 
to the public. Tucker was inviting them to 
join his enterprise, to become part-own- 
ers and accept the risk of ownership — by 
sharing the profits of success or the 
losses of failure. Funds generated from 
dealership and stock sales provided the 
money to design and build the first Tuck- 
ers in 1948. 

The SEC, however, never stopped ha- 
rassing Preston Tucker. The established 
auto industry did not want new compe- 
tition, and their "Senator from Detroit," 
Homer Ferguson, led the battle to crush 
the Tucker Corporation. iFu^rther energiz- 
ing the investigation of Tucker was SEC 
Commissioner Harry McDonald, also from 
Detroit. Regional SEC Chief Thomas B. 
Han apparently hated Tucker and was re- 
lentless in his efforts to bring him down. 
The SEC may have spent more money in- 
vestigating the Tucker Corporation than 
the Tucker Corporation spent designing 
and building the "car of the future." 

Preston Tucker's dream to build 
the car of th^ future was extinguished 
by corrupt politfeians and government 
bureaucrats who made sure that a su- 
perior automobile would not compete 
against the established automakers. 



AiiffiKt ?nm; i iff nrrminN 1 1 



Prosecutors had the nerve to 
tell jurors tliat Preston Tucker had 
defi^uded these investors, vrfien it 
was corrupt federal officials who 
obtained a perjured indictment that 
guaranteed a 100% loss to all those 
who provided funding to the Tucker 
Corporation. The federal govern- 
ment was clearly protecting the 
economic interests of the large auto 
companies against Preston Tucker 
and not the hard-earned money 
American citizens invested in the 
Tucker Automobile Corporation. 

In the United States today, vari- 
ous governmental agencies claim to 
be "protecting" Americans against 
all kinds of so-called ''unapproved" 
medical therapies. Based on the 
sordid history of regulatory agen- 
cies that are beholden to the phar- 
maceutical industry, a clear analogy 
can be drawn between the govern- 
mental atrocities committed against 
Preston Tucker in the 1940s and the 
numerous "criminal" charges that 
continue to be brought against alter- 
native medical practitioners today 

The media seems to focus on any 
kind of unfavorable report about 
foods and supplements, whUe ig- 
noring virtually every single positive 
pubUshed study hiterestingly phar- 
maceutical companies spend tens 
of millions of dollars a year to influ- 
ence the media. Preston TXicker was 
often viciously attacked in the me- 
dia by j ournalists who were thought 
to be in the pocket of the big auto 
companies. 



"When government agencies become 
tools of private monopoly, individual ^ 
initiative and enterpri^ are doomed 



-Preston Tucker 
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Bureaucracy Prevents Cancer 
Center frorn Opening! 

In 1999, 1 announced in this col- 
umn that Life Extension was set- 
ting up a medical center that would 
provide every single scientifically 
documented cancer therapy. We 
biiilt and furnished a 4,400-squaFe- 
foot medical center, but it coidd not 
even get off the ground. 

One reason was that no matter 
how hard we tried to comply with 
the law, practicing comprehensive 
oncology was virtually impossible 
in the regulated environment im- 
posed on physicians today. 

The government has succeeded 
in suffocating medical imiovation 
by erecting enormous bureaucratic 
barriers. Physicians with novel ideas 
who try to bypass today's labyrinth 
of Byzantine rules risk not only their 
license to practice medicine, but 
also their personal liberty. 

The chilling effects of govern- 
ment restrictions on medical ad- 
vancement are nothing short of 
paralyzing. Why should any doctor 
today risk everything he has to pro- 
vide patients with improved care? 

Medical oncologists make big 
money setting up chemotherapy 
centers that provide only FDA-ap- 
proved drugs. While the faUure 
rate of these drugs is frighteningly 
high, chemo drugs are approved by 
the FDA and fully reimbursed by 
Medicare and most private insur- 
ance plans. Oncologists have no 
incentive to make heroic attempts 
to utilize novel cancer treatments, 
which insurance wUl not pay for 
and which the government and me- 
dia condenm. . I *^ 
When Li/e Extension med to 
hire medical oncologists to worK 
at our medical center, they all were 
- J ..^tb PUT innovative ap- 
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his license or sacrifice his lucrative 
"chemotherapy bonuses" by pre- 
scribing the kinds of midtimodal 
therapies we reconunended. These 
oncologists did say that if we ever set 
up our facility, they would send their 
family members to us rather than 
expose them to the mainstream on- 
cology they practice for a living. 

Never Forget the Past . . . 
or You May Die as a Result! 

There is nothing we can do today 
to reverse the heinous criminal acts 
perpetrated against Preston TYicker 
by our own government. We can, 
however, recognize that big busi- 
ness continues to improperly use 
federal agencies to suppress iimo- 
vation in a way that causes tremen- 
dous consumer injury. 

This month, we report on how 
a multibillion-doUar drug com- 
pany— Wyeth— is trying to use the 
FDA to stop compormding phar- 
macies from selling bioidentical 
estrogen drugs. Wyeth makes the 
drugs Premarin® and Prempro®, 
vrtiich have been shown to increase 
risks of breast cancer/^-^** heart 
attack,^'-^^ stroke,^^'^ and demen- 
^337.39 Premarin® consists of 
conjugated estrogens extracted 
from the urine of pregnant horses. 
Compounding pharmacies offer 
natural estrogen compounds (for 
far less money) that have not been 
shown to cause these lethal side 

effects. . , 

Instead of coming up with a saler 
estrogen drug, Wyeth would prefer 
that the FDA vanquish the compe- 
tition, leaving the estrogen drug 
market wide open for Premarin ^ 
Educated women often retu^^ «^ 
take Premarin® because of its le- 
side effects, y«t if wyeth has 

conventional doctors 
preSe lots more of this proven 

carcinogen. 
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SEE IT 



What Wyeth is doing is not 
unusual. Big drug companies have 
historically used the FDAtosuppress 
lower-cost competition. This fact is 
most easily demonstrated by the 
FDA's recent mass seizure of lower- 
cost prescription drugs Americans 
had ordered from Canada. The FDA 
contends it is "protecting" consum- 
ers from potential counterfeit med- 
ications. The reality is that the FDA 
is protecting dmg company profits, 
just like the SEC protected the auto 
giants in the late 1940s by destroy- 
ing Preston Tucker. ■ 

For longer life, 
William Faloon 



References 

1. Egan, Philips. Design and Destiny: The 
Making of the JUcker Automobile, Orange, 
CArOn the Marie; 1989. 

2. Pearson, Charies X The Indomitable Tin 
Goose: Tfte Drue Story of Preston JUcker and 
His Car. Minneapolis. MN: Motorbooks 
Internationa] Publishers & Wholesalers; 
1974. 

3. Available at http://www.lemurzone.com/ 
airbag/belts.htnL Accessed May 17, 2006. 

4. Available at: http: / / www.supen:ars.net/ 
cars/2141iitmL Accessed May 17, 2008. 

5. Available at: http: / / www.tecsoc.org/pubs/ 
history/2003/jaii22.htiiL Accessed May 
17,2006. 

6. rhe indomitable TUcker. Cor CZossurs. 
October, 1972. 

7. Phil S. Hanna, automotive writer £Qf tbe 
Chicago Daily News; 

8. Tom McCahili, automotive writer for 
Mechanix Illustrated, August, 1948. 

9. Newsweek magazine. October, 1948. 

10. True magazine. January, 1949. 

11. A\'ailable at: http://wwwjihtsa.dot gov/ 
cars/rules/regrev/evaluate /809a33.h tml. 
Accessed May 2. 2006, 

12. Preston lUcker's secret new car. Car Ufa, 
December, 1955. 

13. Lee S. Kolonel L, Wilkens L et, al. Post- 
menopausal hormone therapy and breast 
cancer risk: the Multiethnic Cohort. Int J 
Cancer, 2006 Mar 1;118(5):I285-91. 



14. McrzWE. Hormone r^lacement therapy 
and the risk of developing breast canceL 
MMWFtirtsdirMed, 2004 Feb 26;146(9): 
26-8,30. 

15. Holmbeig L and Anderson H. HASFFS 
(hormonal replacement therapy after 
breast cancer— is it safe?), a randomised 
comparison: trial stopped. Lancet 2004 
Fteb 7;363(9407):453-5. 

16. MueckAO,SeegerH,Wallwienera 
Comparison of the proliferative effects of 
estradiol and conjugated equine estrogens 
on human breast cancer cells and impact 
of continuous combined progestogen ad- 
dition. Climacteric. 2003 Sep;6(3):221-7. 

17. Chlebowski RT, Hendrix SL, Langer RD, 
et al. Influence of estrogen plus progestin 
on breast cancer and mammography in 
healthy postmenopausal women: the 
Women's Health Initiative Randomized 
THaL JAMA. 2003 Jun 25;289(24):3243-53. 

18. Porch JV. Lee IM, Cook NR, Rexrode KM. 
Burin IE. Estrogen-progestin replacement 
therapy and breast cancer risk: the Wom- 
en's Health Study (United States). Cancer 
Causes Control 2002 Nov;13(9):847-54. 

19- Chen CL, Weiss NS, Newcomb I» Bartow W, 
White E. Hormone replacement therapy in 
relation to breast cancer. JAMA. 2002 Feb 
13;287(6):734-41. 

20. Lundstrom E. Wilczek B, von PZ, Soder- 
qvist G, von SB. Mammographic breast 
density during hormone replacement 
therapy: effects of continuous combina- 
tion, unopposed transdermal and low-po- 
tency estrogen regimens. Climacteric. 2001 
Mar;4(l):42-8. 

21. Chen Y,UuX.PishaE,etaL A metabolite 
of equine estrogens, 4-hydroxyequilenin, 
induces DMA damage and apoptosis in 
breast cancer cell lines. Chem Res Toxicol 
2000May;13(5):342-50. 

22. Schairer C, Lubin J, TVoisi R, et aL Meno- 
pausal estrogen and estrogen-progestin 
replacement therapy and breast cancer 
risk. JAMA. 2000 Ian 26;283C4):485-91. 

23. Magnusson C, Baron lA. Correia N, et al. 
Breast-cancer risk following long-term 
oestrogen- and oestrogen-progestin-re- 
placement therapy. Int J Cancer. 1999 May 
5;81(3):339-44. 

24. Persson 1, Weiderpass E Bergkvist L, 
Bergstrom R, Schairer C Risks of breast 
and endometrial cancer after estrogen and 
estrogen-progestin replacement Cancer 
Causes Control 1999Aug;10(4):253-60. 

25. Beral V. Banks £, Reeves G, Appleby P Use 
of HRT and the subsequent risk of cancer / 
Epidemiol Biostat. 1999;4(3): 19 1-210, 

2a ColditzGA,StampferMJ,wmettVVC.et 
aL Prospective study of estrogen replace- 
ment therapy and risk of breast cancer in 
postmenopausal women. JAMA. 1990 Nov 
28;264(20)J2648-53. 

27. Manson |E, Hsia J, Johnson KC, et al. 
Estrogen plus progestin and the risk of 
coronary heart disease. N Engl J Med. 2003 
Aug7;349(6)*.523-34. 



28. Vongpatanasin W, Hincel M, Wang Z, et aL 
Differential effects of oral versus trans- 
dermal estrogen replacement therapy on 
C- reactive protein in postmenopausal 
women. J Am Coll Cardiol 2003 Apr 
16;41(8):1358-63. 

29. Rossouw JE, Anderson GL, Prentice RL,et 
al. Risks and benefits of estrogen plus pro- 
gestin in healthy postmenopausal women: 
principal results from the Women's Health 
Initiative randomized controlled trial. 
JAMA 2002 lul 17;288(3):321-33. 

30. DecensiA,OmodeiU, Robertson CetaL 
Effect of transdermal estradiol and oral 
conjugated estrogen on C-reactive protein 
in retinoid- placebo trial in healthy women. 
Circulation. 2002 Sep 3; 106(10): 1224-8. 

31. van Baal WM, Kenemans P, van der 
Mooren MJ, et al. Increased C-reactive 
protein levels during short-term hormone 
replacement therapy in healthy postmeno- 
pausal women. Thromb Haemost 1999 
Jun;81(6):925-8. 

32. HuUey S, Grady D, Bush T, et al. Random- 
ized trial of estrogen plus progestin for 
secondary prevention of coronary heart 
disease in postmenopausal women. Heart 
and Estrogen/progestin Replacement 
Study (HERS) Research Group. JAMA. 1998 
Aug 19;280(7):605-13. 

33. WUson PW, Garrison RJ, CasleUi WP. 
Postmenopausal estrogen use, cigarette 
smoking, and cardiovascular morbidity in 
women over 50. The Framingham Study. N 
Engl J Med. 1985 Oct 243 13(1 7): 1038-43. 

34. Available at: http:/ /www,pdrhealth.com/ 
dru&.info/rxdrugprofiles/drugs/prel347. 
sbtmL Accessed May 8, 200& 

35. Anderson GL, Limacher M, Assaf AR, et 
al. Effects of conjugated equine estrogen 
in postmenopausal women with hyster- ■ 
ectomy: the Wbmen's Health Initiative 
randomized controlled trial. JAMA. 2004 
Aprl4;291(14):1701-12. 

36. Wassertheil-SmoUerS, Hendrix SL, 
Limacher M, et al. Effect of estrogen plus 
progestin on stroke in postmenopausal 
women: the Women's Health Initiative: 

a randomized trial JAMA 2003 May 
28;289(20):2673-84. 

37. ShumakerSA,LegaultCiMerL,et 
al. Conjugated equine estrogens and 
incidence of probable dementia and mild 
cognitive impairment in postmenopausal 
women: Women's Health Initiative Memory 
Study /AAM. 2004 Jun 23;291(24):2947-58. 

38. EspelandMA,RappSR.ShumakerS/V.etaL 
Conjugated equine estrogens and ^obal 
cognitive function in postmenopausal 
women: Wbmen's Heallli initiative Memory 
Study. JAMA. 2004 Jun 23;291(24):2959-68. 

39. Shumaker SA« Legault (2, Rapp SR et aL 
Estrogen plus progestin and die incidence 
of dementia and mild cognitive impair- 
ment in postmenopausal women: the 
Women's Health Initiative Memory Study: 
a randomized controlled triaL JAMA 2003 
May 28-^(20)12651-62. 



Aueust2006 UFEEXTDtStON 13 



